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ABSTRACT 

This  article  assesses  new  American  administration  foreign  policy  of  Trump's  presidency.  In  an  interesting  turn 
of  the  events,  Trump  is  pursuing  the  policy  of  engagement  toward  China  with  the  win-win  cooperation  approach. 
Although  we  can  see  unilateral  tendencies  in  new  administration  foreign  policy,  new  norms  are  being  created  by 
president  Trump,  which  indicates  thata  high  level  of  engagement  is  necessary  in  order  to  deal  with  issues  in  East  Asia  in 
general  and  China  in  particular.  President  Trump’s  administration  is  shifting  US  foreign  policy  from  liberal  hegemony 
to  a  more  narrow  focus  on  the  US  national  interests.  This  shift  is  expected  to  pose  more  challenges  for  China,  but  also  to 
create  more  opportunities. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Minxin  Pei,  in  his  interview  for  Project  Syndicate,  characterized  Trump  as  “a  shock  to  the  world”.  Shock 
is  something  that  creates  instability;  when  there  is  instability,  investors  are  afraid  to  invest  capital,  shares  at  stock 
exchange  indexes  plummet  and  conflicts  and  tensions  can  occur  unpredictably.  In  other  words,  Trump’s 
administration  is  expected  to  cause  discontinuities  in  world  politics  and  break  away  from  the  Foreign  Policy  (FP) 
practices  of  previous  post-Co  Id  War  presidents1.  That  is  happening  right  now  in  the  Unites  States  and  the  West, 
where  ideas  of  neoliberalism  and  globalization  are  starting  to  be  perceived  as  something  that  has  contributed  to 
growing  inequality  where  one  side  acquired  the  lion  share  of  profits  at  the  expense  of  others.  Trump  came  as  a 
saviourof  the  American  common  people  against  globalization  and  corrupted  establishment  where  Hillary  Clinton 
belongs  by  promising  that  he  would  not  forget  those  that  had  been  neglected  by  liberal  progressivists.  He  also  said 
that  NATO  is  obsolete,  that  other  countries  are  taking  advantage  of  the  United  States  bybandwagon  and  free-riding 
at  their  expense.  For  all  these  accusations,  it  is  not  sure  do  they  belong  to  the  real  facts  or  alternative  facts2. 

Of  the  2016  electoral  campaign  Trump  and  his  associates  have  endorsed  and  promoted  a  narrative  of 
China  as  a  threat  to  US  interests  and  ultimately  as  a  malign  contender  of  primacy  in  world  affairs.  This  narrative  is 
a  lynchpin  of  his  wider  narrative  of  the  US  as  a  declining  power  who  is  losing  its  “greatness”  due  to  the  disastrous 
policies  of  previous  administrations  who  opted  for  constructive  engagement  and  often  for  accommodation  with 


1  In  spite  of  clear  differences  between  Clinton,  G.W.  Bush  and  Obama  FPs,  it  has  been  argued  that  they  can  be 
characterized  as  falling  in  the  spectrum  of  a  FP  that  pursues  “liberal  hegemony”  (Mearsheimer  2018).  Trump’s  tensed 
relatiosn  with  some  of  the  US  traditional  allies  like  Japan  and  Germany,  while  getting  on  well  with  Russian  president  Putin 
and  the  North  Korean  dictator  Kim  Jong-un  are  indications  of  breaking  away  from  the  FP  of  his  predecessors. 

2  Fact  is  something  that  exists  as  reality  and  is  justifiable  by  empirical  findings  where  alternative  facts  represent  delusion 
which  is  opposite  of  reality  and  represents  untruth. 
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China. 

As  every  other  president.  Trump  has  tried  to  impose  its  vision  that  he  thinks  it  is  the  best  for  the  American  people, 
but  “obvious  argument  is  that  the  constraints  imposed  by  domestic  politics  and  the  external  environment  are  strong  enough 
to  limit  the  ability  of  any  president  to  implement  a  vision  that  sharply  breaks  from  the  past”  (Jervis,  2017  p.  2). 
Furthermore,  President  Obama  was  asked  on  how  possible  it  is  to  radically  change  your  foreign  policy;  his  answer 
was,“Once  you’re  in  the  Oval  Office,  once  you  begin  interacting  with  world  leaders,  once  you  see  the  complexities  of  the 
issues,  that  has  a  way  of  shaping  your  thinking”  (Miller  &  Rogin,  2016). 

United  States  faces  the  biggest  challenge  in  last  40  years  and  that  is  the  dynamism  of  China's  economic  rise  that 
has  broad  geopolitical  implication  for  both  Unites  States  and  its  allies  and  “[...]  with  just  4.4%  of  the  world’s  population 
and  a  falling  share  of  world  output,  the  US  might  try  to  hang  on  to  its  delusion  of  global  dominance  through  a  new  arms 
race  and  protectionist  trade  policies.  Doing  so  would  unite  the  world  against  US  arrogance  and  the  new  US  military  threat. 
The  US  would  sooner  rather  than  later  bankrupt  itself  in  a  classic  case  of  imperial  overreach”  (Sachs,  2016,  para.  13). 

The  purpose  of  this  paper  is  to  explain  Trump's  strategy  towards  China.  It  is  divided  into  two  sections. 
The  first  one  presents  a  holistic  approach  to  Trump's  China  strategy  that  includes  economic,  diplomatic  and  security 
elements.  The  second  one  addresses  Trump's  neoconservative  turn  with  a  Jacksonian3  flavour  and  how  that  affects  and 
complements  relations  with  China.  The  argument  will  be  that  the  U.S.  turn  to  neoconservative  strategy  and  unilateral 
approach  did  not  harm  longstanding  approach  of  engagement. 

TRUMP'S  ECONOMIC,  DIPLOMATIC  AND 
SECURITY  STRATEGY  TO  CHINA 

At  first,  the  world  was  completely  confused  with  Trump’slack  of  clear  statement  on  US  FP  and  the  incongurence 
between  various  views  he  had  expressed  during  his  campaign  and  the  “liberal  hegemony”  FP  views  of  his  recent 
predecessors  (Mearsheimer,  2018).  He  was  arguing  that  the  U.S.  should  not  continue  to  serveas  theglobal  policeman  and  it 
was  not  their  job  to  solve  problems  around  the  world,  but  at  the  same  time  he  never  rejected  the  idea  that  the  U.S.  is  the 
most  powerful  country  in  the  world.  In  relation  to  that,  Deng  (2017,  para.  7)  commented  that  “Trump  sees  US  hegemony  as 
a  burden,  and  seems  oblivious  to  the  privileges  that  it  affords,  not  least  the  many  benefits  associated  with  controlling  the 
world’s  main  reserve  currency.  But,  at  the  same  time.  Trump  does  not  want  to  cede  America’s  global  preeminence,  which 
means  that  he  could  show  a  penchant  for  trade  wars,  or  even  military  conflicts”.  Then,  the  imminent  came  that  was 
previously  argued  by  president  Obama  that  reality  will  change  Trump's  attitude  and  one  of  the  first  things  Trump  did  was 
strengthening  American  military  in  EU,  increasing  and  reassuring  cooperation  with  Japan  and  South  Korea,  pursue 
deployment  of  Terminal  High  Altitude  Area  Defense  system  in  South  Korea  while,  instead  of  disrespecting  one  China 
policy.  Trump  adopted  more  rational  and  pragmatic  stance  (Chengde,  2017). 

Trump  representsthe  neoconservative  faction  of  the  Republican  Party  that  use  hawkish  rhetoric  in  campaign, 
usually  against  countries  like  China  and  when  they  come  to  power  they  behave  like  Democrats  (Thompson,  2016). 
It  is  not  that  Trump  is  behaving  like  Obama  but  it  seems  that  Trump's  administration  accepts  dynamics  that  was  put 
forward  by  President  Xi  in  2012,  i.e.the  principles  of  no  conflict,  no  confrontation,  mutual  respect,  and  win-win 


3  Term  named  after  president  Andrew  Jackson  whose  rhetoric  was  that  U.S.  should  not  try  to  destroy  evil  countries  abroad 
but  to  intervene  only  where  there  is  self  interest. 
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cooperation  because  these  principles  were  repeated  by  secretary  Tillerson  while  visiting  China  (Wenzhao,  2017). 
According  to  Gaoyue  (2017,  para.  3)  “The  acceptance  of  the  principle  has  at  least  achieved  three  effects:  mutual  suspicion 
decreases,  mutual  trust  increases;  consensus  increases,  divergence  decreases;  desire  to  cooperate  increases,  willingness  to 
confront  decreases.  With  such  a  foundation  China  and  the  US  have  no  reasons  not  to  expand  their  cooperation”. 

This  section  will  first  look  at  economic  and  trade  approach  to  China  that  went  from  aggressive  isolationist  rhetoric 
to  traditional  engagement  that  was  justified  by  security  concerns.  Furthermore,  diplomatic  engagement  especially  the 
meeting  at  Mar-a-LagoinFlorida  between  president  Trump  and  president  Xi  shows  further  engagement  while  respectfully 
addressing  differences.  Security  approach  to  Asia  Pacific  remains  similar  to  Obama's  apart  from  the  fact  that  Trump's  is 
engaging  China  more  on  Korean  issue  that  further  indicates  an  engagement  approach. 

CURRENCY  AND  TPP 

Trump  represented  a  departure  from  all  previous  mainstream  politicians,  both  Democrat  and  Republican. 
He  is  a  true  mercantilist  who  sees  trade  as  a  zero  sum  game  where  surpluses  of  the  country  are  not  based  on 
competitiveness  but  on  unfair  competition.  Beside  the  fact  that  the  United  States  economy  is  performing  well,  where  GDP 
is  on  the  rise  and  unemployment  has  dropped  below  5  percent.  Trump  ran  a  campaign  based  on  “America  first”  rhetoric 
(Mildner&Schmucker,  2017). 

One  direct  reason  that  improved  relation  between  China  and  U.S.  is  that  Trump  will  not  declare  China  a  currency 
manipulator.  At  the  beginning  of  his  presidency  Trump  argued  that  he  would  label  China  currency  manipulator  beside  the 
fact  that  China  had  been  investing  billions  of  dollars  in  the  last  couple  of  years  to  appreciate  the  Renminbi  and  People’s 
Bank  of  China  intervention  was  aiming  at  strengthening,  not  weakening,  the  currency  (Jun,  2017).  According  to  Neil  Irwin, 
currency  is  not  an  issue  and  the  U.S.  should  focus  more  trade  deficit  and  not  be  distracted  by  “small  issues”. 
However,  Trump  does  not  think  as  an  economic  expert,  but  like  a  pragmatic  businessman,  so  he  justifies  his  argument  as 
strategically  good  in  order  to  convince  China  to  help  U.S.  with  issues  like  North  Korea  (Davidson,  2017).  Of  course,  we 
can  argue  that  Trump  did  have  some  success  in  that  since  China  suspended  coal  shipments  from  North  Korea  (Liptak, 
2017). 

A  second,  indirect,  reason  for  improved  relation  between  China  and  U.S.  and  indicator  that  Unites  States  appeared 
not  endorsing  an  approach  of  containing  China  is  withdrawal  from  Trans  Pacific  Partnership  (TPP). “On  October  5,  2015, 
Ministers  of  the  12  Trans  Pacific  Partnership  (TPP)  countries  announced  the  conclusion  of  their  free  trade  agreement 
(FTA)  negotiations.  The  agreement  is  one  of  the  Obama  Administration’s  signature  trade  policy  initiatives,  an  effort  to 
reduce  and  eliminate  trade  and  investment  barriers  and  establish  new  rules  and  disciplines  to  govern  trade  and  investment 
among  the  12  countries”.  (Dolven  et  al.,  2016,  p.  1).  Many  theorists  explain  this  initiative  as  balancing  phenomenon  where 
Unites  States  uses  TPP  as  a  tool  to  balance  against  the  rise  of  China  (Hamanaka,  2014).  Obama  saw  this  as  an  opportunity 
to  pursue  multilateral  framework  against  China  that  might  hurt  the  U.S.  economy  in  the  short  run  but  in  the  long  turn  it  can 
create  a  form  of  “miniregionalism”,  where  the  United  States  can  promote  their  valuesand  create  norms  that  others  will 
follow.  “Constructivists  have  long  argued  that  normative  change  is  possible  through  strategic  actors  acting  as  norm 
entrepreneurs  or  revisionist,  altering  the  normative  structure  of  international  society  over  a  period  of  time”  (Jackson  & 
McDonald  2014,  p.  8).  Beside  the  traditional  economist  who  argue  that  economic  regionalism  is  good  for  the  country  in  the 
long  term  because  it  brings  countries  together.  Trump  is  altering  the  normative  structure  of  both  domestic  and  international 
societies  (in  this  case  for  American  society)  by  arguing  that  TPP  will  hurt  American  workers  and  undercut  American 
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companies  (Subramanian,  2016). 

Besides  the  unorthodox  neoconservative  turn  and  Jacksonianflavourin  American  foreign  policy  that  arrived  with 
Trump,  which  entails  aggressive  persuasion  of  American  interest  without  promotion  of  democracy  and  free  trade  and 
highly  unusual  skepticism  of  traditional  partners,  not  labeling  China  as  a  currency  manipulator  shows  that  there  is  a  high 
level  of  engagement  with  China  and  not  pursuing  Trans  Pacific  Partnership  shows  that  Trump  does  not  have  a  multilateral 
approach  against  China. 

DIPLOMACY 

It  is  very  difficult  to  pinpoint  the  characteristics  ofthe  USFP  since  Trump  took  over.  What  can  be  argued  is  that 
based  on  his  populist  slogans  during  the  electoral  campaign  and  the  first  months  of  his  presidency,  it  is  expected  to  see  a 
decisive  turn  towards  a  more  US-focused  FP  as  more  recent  events  like  the  imposition  of  tariffs  on  imports  from  a  variety 
of  states,  notably  China.  Trump’s  unexpected  moves  and  his  style  have  tended  to  keep  Chinese  leaders  on  the  defensive  as 
the  lack  of  decisive  reactions  from  their  side  suggests  (Council  on  Foreign  Relations,  2018).  If  we  take  into  consideration 
his  populist  and  isolationist  tendencies  we  can  argue  that  the  U.S.  might  reduce  its  global  policemen  tendencies  or  perform 
it  selectively  and  while  its  partner's  shoulder  significantly  higher  economic  burden.  If  the  U.S.  decides  to  push  thepolicy  of 
primacy  against  China  to  its  extremes,  it  is  going  to  be  very  counterproductive  for  the  world  economy  and  it  has  already 
spread  concerns  among  traditional  US  allies.  China  wants  to  be  accepted  as  a  joint  rule  maker  and  not  just  someone  who 
blindly  follows  the  rules,  and  this  is  legitimate  demand  having  in  mind  the  increasing  power  and  influence  (Evans,  2016). 

Diplomatic  engagement  between  China  and  U.S.  in  the  first  hundred  days  of  Trump's  presidency  went  from  an 
extremely  hawkish  and  aggressive  to  an  increasingly  engaging  diplomatic  and  respectful  stance.  At  first.  Trump  accused 
China  of  currency  manipulation  and  of  taking  American  jobs  while  Rex  Tillerson  argued  that  “China  should  be  denied 
access  to  islands,  it  has  built  in  the  contested  South  China  Sea”  (Brunnstrom  &  Spetalnick,  2017,  para.  1). 
The  first  diplomatic  turn  was  when  Tillerson  visited  China  and  repeated  the  words  of  President  Xi,  which  are  the  principle 
of  no  conflict,  no  confrontation,  mutual  respect,  and  win-win  cooperation,  phrasing  that  was  never  completely  repeated  by 
the  Obama  administration  (Wang,  2017).  Acknowledging  these  principles  gave  a  complete  new  diplomatic  vibe  that  gave 
the  impression  it  could  take  China  -  U.S.  relation  to  a  new  positive  level. 

The  Xi-Trump  summit  was  an  important  point  that  is  expected  to  set  the  course,  whether  negative  or  positive. 
The  two  countries  have  very  different  needs  and  desires  so  it  is  difficult  to  imagine  an  easy  diplomatic  discourse. 
Trump  said  that  the  meeting  would  be  a  very  difficult  one  (Huiyao,  2017)  but  “for  China’s  part.  Trump  has  already 
provided  three  things  it  craves:  reaffirmation  of  the  One  China  Policy,  no  unilateral  punitive  economic  measures,  and  the 
symbolic  ‘face’  accorded  to  Xi  Jinping  as  a  world  leader”  (Shambaugh,  2017).  Of  course,  China  wanted  more  than  that,  but 
tostart  this  is  setting  a  positive  agenda  for  further  development.  The  two  leaders  met  for  the  first  time  and  even  though  the 
meeting  was  “overshadowed  by  the  biggest  military  action  of  Trump's  presidency”  (Berlinger,  2017,  para  7),  meeting  went 
very  positive  and  with  acknowledgement  ofmutual  respect  and  understanding.  Two  very  sensitive  issues  were  on  the 
agenda:  a)  the  economy  and  b)  the  North  Korea.  The  two  leaders  agreed  on  a  100-day  plan  to  discuss  trade  talks  directed  at 
boosting  US  exports  and  reducing  Washington's  trade  deficit  with  China,  according  to  Commerce  Secretary  Wilbur  Ross. 
Given  the  range  and  the  magnitude  of  the  issues  under  consideration,  that  may  be  ambitious,  but  it  is  a  very  big  sea  of 
change  in  the  pace  of  discussion  (“Trump  to  make  China  state  visit”,  2017). 
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Regarding  North  Korea,  the  two  leaders  agreed  that  the  situation  is  very  unstable  and  that  together  they  need  to 
address  the  issues  together.  Furthermore,  another  member  of  the  cabinets  clearly  showed  that  the  Korean  issue  is  dealt 
together  with  China;  Lt  General  HR  McMaster  stated  that  there  is  consensus  with  China  that  the  situation  cannot  continue 
like  this,  while  U.S.  Defense  Secretary  James  Mattis  said  that  they  were  working  closely  with  China  to  engage  North 
Korea. 

We  are  witnessing  a  neoconservative  turn  in  the  USFP  where  he  does  not  hide  unilateral  tendencies  in  solving 
problems.  Recent  examples  of  this  tendency  include  the  issue  of  North  Korea,  where  Trump  said  that  it  will  talk  to  the 
Chinese  president  about  North  Korea,  but  if  the  latter  does  not  wish  to  help  towards  finding  a  solution,  the  U.S.  would  act 
alone.  (“US  will  act  alone  on  North  Korea  if  China  fails  to  help”,  2017).  “Public  diplomacy,  like  constructivism  challenges 
the  primacy  of  material  power  in  achieving  outcomes,  and  offers  an  alternative  model  of  practice  that  understands  the 
normative  or  ideational  structures  underpinning  audience  identities  and  gains  influence  by  engaging  through  the  shared 
understandings  of  this  inter-subjective  dimension,  including  through  social  interaction  and  interplay”  (Byrne  2012,  para. 
3).  This  what  is  exactly  what  Trump  has  been  doing,  i.e.  he  is  using  the  power  of  the  military  to  show  that  the  U.S.  has 
capabilities  to  solve  the  problem  on  its  own  if  needed.  In  the  same  time,  it  is  engaging  in  inter-subjective  discourse  with  the 
Chinese  president  regarding  what  will  be  the  best  approach  to  deal  with  North  Korea  while  understanding  the  other  side’s 
point  of  view  and  above  all  respecting  it. 

SECURITY 

In  similar  lines  with  Obama,  Blackwill  (2017)  argues  the  same  as  Barack  Obama,  i.e.  that  the  U.S.  should  not  turn 
its  back  on  Asia-Pacific  and  that  not  proceeding  with  the  TPPinitiative  is  a  bad  decision.  Furthermore,  the  time  for 
engaging  and  hedge  is  over  and  that  the  U.S.  needs  to  engage  and  contain  China  through  investing  in  military  and  alliances 
that  enable  power  projection.  Trump,  at  first,  had  arguments  that  the  U.S.  was  not  responsible  for  fixing  all  the  problems 
around  the  world  and  he  even  made  a  comment  that  South  Korea  and  Japan  needed  to  invest  more  on  their  defense 
capabilities  in  order  to  deter  North  Korea’s  aggression.  This  led  people  to  believe  that  “he  may  be  backing  into  a  realistic 
assessment  what  is  needed  to  pursue  an  effective  national-security  policy”  (Zakheim,  2017,  p.  2)  but  he  is  not  turning  to 
realist  FP,  only  to  a  neoconservative  one.  Mearsheimer  (2005)  argues  that  neoconservatives  believe  in  very  strong  military 
power  of  the  U.S.  and  that  power  should  be  used  to  serve  their  interests.  Furthermore,  neoconservatives  favoura  unilateral 
approach  and  they  believe  in  a  bandwagoning  logic  where  the  U.S.  uses  its  powerful  military  and  others  then  acknowledge 
that  the  United  States  has  serious  intentions.  We  can  see  these  arguments  in  practice  where  Trump  unilaterally  decided  to 
send  missiles  to  Syria  without  consulting  first  with  partners,  which  had  a  point  to  make  in  East  Asia  that  the  U.S.  under  the 
new  administration  means  business.  As  a  neo-conservative  Trump  probably  thinks  that  by  showing  of  military  power  in 
Syria,  others  will  bandwagon  with  the  U.S.  against  North  Korea. 

First,  Trump’s  U-turn  on  security  strategies  came  into  play  when  he  sent  the  Secretary  of  Defense  James  Mattis  to 
Japan  and  South  Korea  to  deliver  the  message  that  the  U.S.  will  maintain  alliances  while  sending  the  a  clear  signal  to  North 
Korea  (Reynolds  &Syeed,  2017).  Furthermore,  Rex  Tillerson’s  first  visits  abroad  werein  Japan  and  then  to  South  Korea 
with  the  purpose  to  reassure  the  U.S.  allies  that  the  U.S.  stands  behind  them  against  the  North  Korea.  (“Rex  Tillerson 
begins  tense  China  meetings”,  2017).  Not  that  Trump  continued  business  as  usual  foreign  policy,  but  it  took  it  to  another 
level  by  announcing  THAAD  deployment  in  South  Korea.  United  States  is  realizing  that  multilateral  alliance  is  not 
succeeding  in  East  Asia  so  THAAD  is  the  only  way  to  project  power,  which  will  by  the  way  have  negative  consequences 
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and  it  will  create  security  dilemma  (Gaoyue,  2017).  Continuation  in  already  established  foreign  policy  can  be  seen 
regarding  South  China  Sea  where  in  February,  Trump  showed  a  tougher  stance  on  South  China  Sea  by  sending  US  navy 
carrier  strike  group  led  by  the  USS  Carl  (Xiangmiao,  2017).  I  argue  that  this  does  not  represent  tougher  stance  in  South 
China  Sea  compared  to  the  Obama  administration,  it  is  just  a  continuation  of  military  show  off  with  the  purpose  of 
defending  interests  and  not  loosing  face. 

Before  the  2016  Presidential  elections,  Jackson  (2015)  argued  that  a  Trump  victory  would  be  a  disaster  in  Asia. 
Firstly,  he  argued  that  Trump  would  abandon  alliances  in  Asia,  which  he  thought  as  very  bad  because  the  U.S.  served  as  a 
stabilizing  factor.  He  opined  that,  without  the  U.S.  involvement,  other  countries  would  increase  their  defense  expenditures 
which  would  lead  to  the  destabilization  of  the  region.  First  of  all  this  never  happened  and  Trump  never  initiated  action  that 
entails  U.S.  leaving  Asia  and  second  of  all  other  countries  are  investing  heavily  in  military  even  though  the  U.S.  was  there 
the  whole  time. 

Compared  to  previous  administrations  Trump  is  not  pursuing  a  multilateral  approach  toward  China. 
Trump  did  continue  a  similar  security  strategy  in  Asia  as  previous  administrations  but  with  different  characteristics. 
Trump's  administration  is  increasingly  engaging  with  China  in  solving  the  problem  of  North  Korea  which  shows  that  they 
“can  overcome  that  stalemate  by  highlighting  the  social  aspect  of  the  security  dilemma  such  as  mutual  understanding  of  the 
mutual  identity  and  acknowledging  each  other's  interests  and  core  security”  (Mohammad,  2011).  Acknowledging  the 
social  aspect  of  security  dilemma  can  be  seen  in  the  Trump-Xi  summit  where  president  Xi  explained  to  Trump  what  would 
happenin  their  boarder  in  case  the  North  Korean  regime  collapsed  and  president  acknowledge  that  through  China's  interest 
and  core  security. 

TRUMP'S  VERSION  OF  NATIONALISTIC  (US-FOCUSEDO  POPULIST 
FP  AND  ENGAGEMENT  OF  CHINA 

In  the  theory  of  International  relations,  there  are  no  specific  guidelines  such  as  one  for  realism,  liberalism  or 
constructivism  to  explain  neoconservative  foreign  policy  and  “term  neoconservative  has  never  represented  a  coherent  and 
unified  political  construct;  there  was  no  central  link  between  the  various  political  ideas  that  characterize  the  positions  held 
by  those  thinkers  typically  identified  with  neo-conservatism.  The  centrifugal  forces  within  the  neoconservative  community 
have  typically  been  predominant,  until  the  movement  is  mobilized  by  the  awareness  of  an  enemy”  (Dusanic&Penev,  2009, 
p.  91).  Furthermore,  “...the  early  neoconservatives  sought  to  reorient  the  Unites  States  domestic  politics  by  harnessing  the 
readymade  moral  foundations  that  religion  provided,  without  necessarily  being  religious  themselves”  (McGlinchey,  2010, 
p.  22).  Practically  speaking,  they  support  the  free  market  economy  and  a  strong  military  that  entails  a  large  increase  in 
defense  budget,  support  the  idea  that  the  U.S.  should  be  a  global  policeman  and  since  they  prefer  the  unilateral  approach 
against  multilateral  approach,  they  are  skeptical  toward  international  institutions  (Soltani&Yusoff,  2013). 

We  can  finally  argue  that  Trump  is  not  isolationist  (even  though  all  campaign  promises  and  speeches  had  an 
isolationist  flavour)  and  that  he  will  care  about  what  is  happening  outside  the  U.S.  in  cases  where  the  US  interests  are  in 
danger.The  views  dominant  in  his  administration  point  to  an  extreme  securitization  of  China’s  growth,  especially  as  it  was 
depicted  by  President  Xi  Jinping  in  the  19th  Congress  of  the  Chinese  Communist  Party  in  the  fall  of  2017.  Trump  promised 
to  the  American  people  economic  nationalism  in  domestic  politics  and  isolationism  in  foreign  politics  buthis  moves  show 
that  it  is  very  unlikely  that  his  campaign  promises  will  fully  materialize.  Hehas  taken  many  U-turns  since  in  the  first  year 
of  his  administration  and  he  even  made  it  clear  at  the  Center  of  National  Interest  that  the  world  is  a  safer  place  when 
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America  is  united  and  strong.  On  the  one  hand,  there  are  those  who  argue  that  he  is  not  a  true  neoconservative  because  he 
is  not  talking  about  democracy  and  human  rights,  but  he  is  a  true  Jacksonian  that  is  willing  to  use  power  only  when  the 
national  interests  of  the  United  Statesare  being  questioned  (Lowry,  2017).  Trump  is  embracing  Bush's  neoconservative 
foreign  policy,  butwe  argue  that  it  is  a  nationalist  neoconservative  turn  that  does  not  have  the  aim  of  promoting  democracy 
but  American  higher  interest.  Furthermore,  we  see  a  Jacksonian  tendency,  which  is  not  destroying  evil  states  but  promoting 
American  interests  (Stepman,  2017). Trump  is  a  combination  of  populism  and  the  US-centered  nationalism  (“America 
First”)  two  where  he  follows  an  isolationist  (nationalistic)  approach  by  showing  skepticism  toward  international 
institutions  and  pushing  for  more  unilateral  approach  while  all  this  is  being  justified  by  foreign  enemies  that  happens  to  be 
non-Christians.  On  the  other  hand,  he  is  Jacksonian  in  nature  by  believing  like  realists  that  the  arena  of  international 
politics  is  violent  and  anarchic,  so  there  is  no  need  to  promote  democracy,  American  values  and  that  the  U.S.  should  only 
interfere  when  its  national  interests  are  at  stake.  No  theory,  initiative,  guidelines  of  political  construct  can  by  itself  offer  a 
comprehensive  accountof  a  c’untry’sFP  but  rather  a  combination  of  themis  required.  If  the  country's  foreign  policy  is 
influenced  by  neoconservative  principles  that  favour  unilateralism,  it  does  not  necessarily  mean  that  a  particular  country 
does  not  cooperate  with  other  countries  to  solve  problems.  A  good  example  of  this  is  the  Sino-US  engagement  to  solve  the 
crisis  in  the  Korean  peninsula. 

The  neoconservative  tendency  of  the  new  administration  can  be  seen  in  two  occasions.  One  is  in  the  statement  of 
a  new  secretary  of  state  Tillerson  where  he  “warned  that  a  pre-emptive  US  military  strike  against  North  Korea  was  an 
option  and  said  Washington’s  “strategic  patience”  with  Pyongyang  had  run  out”  (Phillips,  2017)  and  the  other  is  President 
Trump's  statement  that  he  would  like  very  much  China  to  help  but  if  not  U.S.  would  act  alone.  But  since  the  meeting  in 
Mar-a-Lago,  it  seems  that  the  issue  of  the  Korean  peninsula  is  dealt  through  engagement  between  China  and  U.S.  China 
supported  new  sanctions  against  North  Korea  and  stopped  importing  coal  from  them.  Despite  the  unilateral  tendencies. 
Unites  States  is  aware  that  it  cannot  fix  the  Korean  peninsula  problem  byitself  and  it  needs  help  from  China.  China  and  the 
Unites  States  can  work  together  on  this  problem  because  they  both  want  different  things  from  each  other.  Unites  States 
want  North  Korea  who  is  not  capable  of  obtaining  ballistic  missiles  that  can  reach  California  and  China  wants  the 
continuation  of  the  same  trade  policies  with  the  United  States.  These  two  countries  can  work  together  by  acknowledging 
their  different  needs  and  by  respecting  their  cultural  differences.  The  problem  at  Korean  peninsula  is  not  fixed  yet,  but 
what  is  important  is  that  both  parties  are  working  together  to  find  a  peaceful  solution. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Trump's  FP  is  definitely  something  non-mainstream  to  both  liberal  progressivists  and  conservative  Republicans. 
He  does  not  focus  much  on  democratic  values,  but  he  also  pledges  to  protect  South  Korean  and  Japan  from  North  Korea 
and  which  definitely  shows  the  implication  of  normative  tendencies  despite  the  that  the  U.S.  should  intervene  only  when  its 
interests  are  at  stake.  Maybe  Trump  is  just  following  the  good  old  advice  from  Morgenthau  (1949)  that  a  foreign  policy 
based  on  moral  principles  is  national  suicide,  i.e.  he  is  following  a  hard-cord  realpolitik  FP  according  to  which  prioritizing 
moral  principles  equals  to  national  suicide4. 

Trump's  strategy  toward  China  should  be  looked  at  from  a  holistic  constructivist  perspective  where  “identity 


4An  explicit  instance  of  this  stance  is  Trump’s  reaction  to  the  mounting  evidence  that  Saudi  Arabia  was  behind  the 
assassination  of  Jamal  Khashoggi,  where  he  stated  that  it  would  be  inconceivable  to  risk  the  benefits  the  US  reaps  from 
arms  sales  to  Saudi  Arabia  because  of  the  alleged  murder  of  a  US  citizen  by  Saudi  agents  (Embury-Dennis,  2018). 
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formation  at  both  internal  and  international  levels  is  a  continuous  process  in  which  both  corporate  and  social  identities 
interact  with  each  other  and  hereby  states  produce  and  reproduce  new  definitions  of  self  and  other”  (Mohammad,  2011,  p. 
282).  Identity  formation  at  the  local  level  is  made  through  the  political  establishment  with  neoconservative  tendencies  that 
the  U.S. should  act  unilaterally  to  promote  interest  around  the  world. On  the  other  hand,  at  the  same  time  international  level 
is  shaping  domestic  policy  as  well  where  the  Unites  States  is  realizing  that  without  Chinese  help  they  cannot  solve  the 
crisis  in  the  Korean  Peninsula.  These  two  sides  of  the  coin  lead  Unites  States  to  adopt  a  policy  of  engagement  toward 
China. 
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